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10 meet Department of Defenw requirc-
men

\

n a Urrrely basis. the secretary of
the srm ce sxxwonsible for the procurement
may wah this restriction on a case-by-case
basis by ce ifying In writing to the Committ-
ees on ApD priatjo.ns that such an acquisi.
tion must be ade in order to acquire capa.
bility for natio al security purposes.]

SEC. 8040. Th Secretary of Defense shalJ
lake such action

\

necessa~ fo assure i%a t
a minimum 0175 r-cent oj the pefrokwrn
pitch carbon fiber fwment be ZXVCUred
from domestic source by 1994.

# [Xamrsm Frsrms b
SEC. 8041. Notwithstan trig any other pr-

evision of law. the Dep ent of Defense
may transfer prior year obligated bal-

%

antes and funds appropriate in this Act to
the operation and mainten ce appropria-
tions for the purpose of prow “ng military
techntcfan and Department of fersse med-

psycholcrgicat circumstan of the patient

u-ho is not a F&feral tnployee after a
review, pursuant to rul prescribed by the

(after eansulting .itts the other administer-
ing Secretaries) ay prescribe separate pay-
ment require nts (inchrding deductibles.

fworision of ental health services to pm- & obligated or expended for the procurr-
sons cmve by thk provision or section ment of advi~ry or assist-an
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the De~artment of Deiense.1 =[

payment uirementa may VarY for differ-
ent eat

Sec. 8046. The totti & approprirsl
rfes of covered beneficiaries. by to o, for m we o-f the Dcparf meni of Do.

type of ntal health aervsce pmwdd and fense bp fjsis Act is & uced b~ $202.000,000
based the location of the covetwl benefi-

Defense by this Act is reduced by
$300.000.000 to ref@ct sa~ings I_eSLdLiW
from the decreased use of consulting serr-
ices by the Department of Defense. Tlw
Secretary of Defense shall allocate lIIC
amount rwiucxxf in the preceding sentence
and notlater than March 1. 1992,report to
the Senate and House Cornrnittws on AD.
pmpriations how this reducLion was allocat -
&t among the Sm’ices and Defense At-!w -
Cies: Frorisf&d That this section d~ no(
apply to the reserve components Pmiirfed
Jsmlher, That not more than $1.168.000.006
of the funds appropriate by thh Act may

to refhf satings from the decreased usc of
non-Corporutc Infonnatwn Manawnsent re-
latai automated data processing dctv!op.
rncnt and modernization by the Depffrtment
of Defense. U-f .t%is amount, $$9,000.000 ska(i
be alhxrtid to the Arm!J, $20,000.000 shaff bc
srllocotcd to the NQW, and $133.000.000 shall
be aflocateif to fAe Air Force The respective
Seruice Secretaries shall sub-al.iocate fh.c
amounts r-tduced in the preceifirs9 sentmmc
and not fate~ than March 1, 1992, the SecTc -
fury o.f Defense shall reporf to fhe Scnafe
and House C’ommiU&s on Ammoiw’ialions
how this reduction roas allocaled anwng the
Serricrx. bu rspwopriation.’ Provided That
none o-f this reduction may be applied & the
Army k Sustairiirsg Base Itiormoiion SYs -
tmns or Rrseme Component Autunaiion

4
ciatie Prmided furtAer, That except in the
case f an emergency. the S&retary of De-
fe shall require preadmission authorir~-
tio before inpatient mental health services

Y be provided to persons covered by this
rtsion or section 1086 of titie 10. United

tatea Code. In the case of the provision of
emerirencv irmatient mental heatth services.

ical pezsortnel pay and medical programs
(including C.HAMFW

)

S) the same e emption
from sequestration set forth fn e Bal.
tmced Budget and Emergeney Dcfic Con-
trol Act of 1985 (Public Law 99-1 1 x
amended by the Bstanced Budget and
Emergency Deficit Control Reaffh-ma on
Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-119) and by t e -
Budget Enforcement Act of 1990 <Pub]

aPproval ~or ~he continuation of such serv-

ti~ 101-508) ss that granted the other roil”
ices shalt be required within 72 hours after

tarY Personnel amounts Frmidkf, That
~\ admission.

transfer made pursuant to anY use of e
Sm. 8044. The designs of the ArmY LH

authorily provided by this provision aha be
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limited so that the amounh repro
me Adwumat Tacticat Fighter. and any
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priatfons do not exceed the amounts ques- stm

gency Defldt Control Act of 1985- (Public ~ui+.~

k
tiw 99-177) as amended by the alsncd

E of the Ada computer pro-

Budget and Emergency Deficit ~ ~
tguage no later than 199tk Pro-

affirrnation Act of 1Q*”
,ffective Juty 1, 1992 all new
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f Defense procurements shal!
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be* major category of test.
., /’/ the funds appropriated. re-,, ,/

~# naea incurred by the De-
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on behatf of the Soviet
.,$ g united states impb

I Treaty Betw-n the
erica and the Union of

..ip&
? blic% on the Elimina-
m iate%ange or Short.
.. Treatv.’). concIud -
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by this Act
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emess of th ,4--
.-.= case

of n patien I Q: age or older.
forty-five ay .. . ~y yew-in the case of a
~atierit der ntrseteen years of age. or one
hundred nd fifty days in any year in the
case of patient mental health services pro-
~ided residential treatment care. or for
care eived m,hen a patient is referred to a
provi r of inpatient mental health care or
maid ntial treatment care by a medkal or
hea h care profeaslonal having an economic
int rest in the facility to whictr the patient
is eferred: Protid, That these limitations
d not apply in the case of inpatient mental

Y
ealth services pmrided under the proghrn

or the handicapped under subsection (d> of
/section 1079of title 10. United States Code.

~ provided M partiaf hospital care, or provid.
~ vd Dursuant to a waiter authorimd by the

,/1

~~.[

+

Qs th - ex-penaea iere
“hat
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imbursements

with. one hundred
,/$. };) ~ ubm. .on of an ap

~ent atl be sub-
-. m~ at the current rfite estab-

--..eu pursuant to section 2(b K1 E) of the
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ExPort-hPort Bank Act of 194 (59 Stat.
526). Interest aha}l begin to acc e on the
one hundred and eighty-first day ollo%ing
Subtnk.vion of an appropriate req cst for
payment: Prorided further, l%sttf nds ap-
propriated in this Act may be used reim-
burse United States military perso e] for
reasonable costs of subsistence, at tea to
be determined by the Secretary of ferme.
tncimred while accompanying Soviet Mspec-
tion Tes.m membem engaged in activities re-
Eated to Lhe INF 73eaty: Fro?,idcd fu ~ihcr,
That this provision inciudes onty the in-
countrs period {referred to in the H?F
Treaty) and is effective whether such drsty
is performed at. near. or away from an inrti-
ridmf.s permanent duty station

@cc. 8046. The total amount a~propri.
atcd to or for the use of the Dcpxrtment of

.
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE September .?1, 1.99]
~Ssc. 8049. None of the f,,mls available to

Lhe Department of Defense or Navy shall be
obligated or expended to (1) implement
Automatic Data Processing or Information
Technology Facility consolidation plans, or
(2) to make reductions or transfers in per-
sonnel end strengths, billets or missions
that affect the Naval Regional Data Auto-
mation Center, the Enlisted Personnel Man-
agement Center, the Naval Reserre Person-
nel Center and related missions, functions
and commands until sixty days after the
Secretary of Defense submits a report, in-
cluding complete review comments by the
General Accounting Office, to the Commit-
tees on Appropriations of the House and
Senate justifying any transfer, reductions,
or consolidations in terms of (1) addressing
the overall miss[on and operations staffing
of atl Naval Automatic Data Processing. In-
formation Technology Facility, and Naval
personnel functions for all active and re-
serve personnel commands and field activi-
ties and Automatic Data processing eom-
marrda and field activities; and (2) certifying
that such reduction, transfer or consolida-
tion plans or operations do not duplicate
functions presently conducted; are cost ef-
fective from a budgetary standpoint: will
not adversely affect the mission+ readiness
and strategic eon!dderations of the h’avy
and Navai Reserv& and will not adversely
Impact on the qust[ty of life and economic
benefits of the individual serviceperaon or
have an adverse economic impact ‘on eo-

T“] ~

~hlc area.
CRWVSFSR OF FUNDS) Cfxr

S.?C.8049. In addilion to fhe amounfg ap-
propriated or otherwise made availabfe in
thfa AcL $716,729,000 is approptiaterf for the
om=tim _rni-ration, and ezpansion of
automated data processing systemx Prouid-
ed. That the Secretary of Defense shalL upon

ise. represcn!s the product of originai think-
ing. and was submitted in confidence by one
source, or

(c) where the purpose of the contract is to
take advanlage of un@se and significmt in-
dustrial accomplishment by a specific con-
cern. or to insure that a new product or idea
of a specific concern is given financial sup-
port:
Provided, That this limitation shall not
aPPIY to contracts in an amount of Iesi than
$25,000, contracts relamd to improvements
of equipment that is in development or pro-
duction. or contracts x to which a civilian
official of the Department of Defense, who
has been confim}ed by the Senate, deter.
mines that the award of such contract is in
the fnterest of the nationai defense.

Ssc. 8053. None of the funds avaiiable to
the Department of Defense fn this Act shall
be used to demilitarize or dispose of more
than 310,784 unaen,iceable M 1 Garand rifles
and M 1 Carbines.

Sac. 6054. Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of law. none of the funds appropri-
ated by this Act shall be available to pay
more than 50 percent of an amount paid to
~Y Person under section 308 of titie 37,
United States Code, tn a lump sum.

Sac. 8055. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act may be used by the Department
of Defense to assign a supervisor’s title or
grade when the number of people he or she
stmervisea fs considered as a bAs for this
dehrmlnation I%ouMe& That savings that
result from this pr@sicm are represented as

Isuch fn future budget proposafs.
Sm. 8056. None of the funds appropriated

by this Act avaiiable for the civilian Health
and Med Icd Program of the Unff ormed
services shall be available for the payment
of the expenses under the program for the
first $150 of the char@s for all types of care

determining that such funds are necessa~ authorized under the provtsio~ “of section
and further the objectives of the Comorate

I

1079(a) of title 10, United States Code,
Information Management initiative, trans- under plans contracted for under the provi.
fer such amounts as necessary to the apDro- sions of section 1079 or ~tion 1086 of tjtleI

J
priafe Defense Agency appropriation- &o- 10, United States Code. and received in an
tided in titfea II, fII, and IV of thisAct to be outpatient status after April 1, 1991: Provid.
-ed 10ith and to be avaifabfe for the e~ That the foregoing limitation sha~i not

I

same purposes and for the same time period exceed the first $300 tn the eaae of a family
as the appmpriationa to ?ohich transferrert group of two or more persons covered by
Prov+ded JurtAer, That obligation and ~- section 107’9(a) of title 10, United States
peaditure of these funds are subject to the Code: Provided further, That higher deduct-

~ ~~~nandM~~~~~ ~E~e;~;te Izfor-
ible amounts, higher coinsumnce payments,

L-wet and/or totalor partiat restrictions on t,he
GrouP.’ Provided furfher, That this transjer availability of care (other than emergency

1
authority shall & in addition to an~ other care) in facilities of the uniformed services

“’”%%%f%%?%%g%:;;::,% ;;, - -. _
may be prescribed by the Secretary of De-

Act may be obligated or expended to pre-
pare, or to assist any contractor of the De-
partment of Defense tn prepartng, any ma-
terial, report, list, or analysis with respect to
the actual or projected economic or employ-
ment tmpact in s particular State or con-
~iorM district of an acquisition program
for which all research, development, testing
and evaluation has not been completed.

Ssc. 805 L. Ait obligations incurred fn an-
ticipation of the appropriatio~ and author-
ity provided in this Act are hereby ratified
and confirmed if otherwise in accordance
wfth the provisions of this Act.

Ssc. 8052. None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shall be available for a contract
for studies, analyses, or consulting services
entered into without competition on the
basis of an unsolicited propo@ UnfN the
head of the activity responsible for the pro-
curement dMm-roines—

(a) as a result of thorough technical eval-
uation, only ol}e source is found fully quali-
fied W perform theproposed work, or

(b) the purpose of the contract is to ex-
plore ac unsolicited proposal which offers
significmt scientific or technological prom-

fenSe in the esse of beneficiaries eligible for
enroltrnent under health care pisns con-
tracted for under section 1097 of titie 10.
United States Code, who chose not to enroll
in such plars Provided further, That the
provisions of this section shall not apply in
the m of dependents of miiitary members
tn grades E-1 through 33-4.

Ssc. 8057. None of the funds appropriated
by this or any other Act with respect to any
fiscal year for the Navy may be used to
carry out an electromagnetic putse program
in the Chesapeake Bay area in comection
with the Electromagnetic Pulse Radiation
Environment Simutator for Ships (EM-
PRESS H) program uniess or until the Sec-
retary of Defense certifies to the Congress
that conduct of the EMPRESS H program
fa essentiaf to the national aec~ity of the
United States and to achieving requisite
military capability for IJnfted States naval
vessels, and that the economic, environmen-
tal. ~d swiai costs to the United States of
conducting the EMPRESS II program in
the Chesapeake J3aY area are far less than
the economic, environmental, and social
costs caused by conducting the EMPRESS
II program elsewhere.

SEC 8058. Of the funds appropriated by
this Act, no more than $4,000,000 shall &
svaii~ble for the health care demonstraLiou
project regarding chiropractic care required
by section 632(b) of the Department of De.
fense Authorization Act. 1985. Pubiic t.,aw
98-525,

SEC. 8059. None of the funds appropriated

by this Act may be used 10 Pay heaith care
providers under the Civilian Health and
Medicai Program of the Uniformed Services
(CHAMPUS) for services determined under
the CHAMPUS Peer Review Organization
(PRO) Program to be not medically or DSY.
chologically necessary. The Swretary of De-
fense may by regulation adopt ~Y quality
and utilization review requirements and pro.
cedures in effect for the Peer Review Orga-
nisation program under title XVIII of the
Social Security Act (Medicare) that the %.
retary determines necessary, and may adapt
the .Medicare requirements and procedures
to the circumstances of the CHAMPUS
PRO Program x the secretary determines
appropriate.

SEC. 8060, Such sums as may be necessary
for fiscal year 1992 pay rafses for programs
funded by this Act shall be absorbed within
the levels appropriated in this Act.

Sec. 806 L None of the funds appropriated
by this Act shaIl be available for payments
under the Department of Defense contract
with the Imufsiana State Univemity Medical
Center fnvohing the use of eats for Brain
Missile Wound Research, arrd the Depart-
ment of Defense ahail not make p%yments
under such contract from funds obligated
prior to the date of the enactment of this
Act, except as newasary for coats incurred
by the contractor prior to the enactment of
this Act, and untii thirty legislative days
after the finrd Generaf Accounting Office
report on the aforesaid contract is submit-
ted for review to the Committees on Appro-
priations of the House of Representatives
and the Senste Provide& That funds neces-
sary for the care of anhnsfs wvered by this
contract are atlowed.

Sac. 8062. None of the funds provided in
this Act or any other Act shafl be available
W conduct bone trauma research at the Let-
terman Army Institute of Research until
the Secretary of the Army certifies that the
synthetic compound tm be used in the ex -
periments ts of such a type that its use wiil
result in a significant medicai finding, the
research has military application, the re-
search will be wnducted fn accordance with
the standards set by an animal care and use
committee, and the research does not dupii -
cate research already conducted by a manu.
facturer or anY other research organization.

SEC. 8063. The Secretary of Defense shall
include tn any base closure and realignment
p!art submitted to Congrem after the data of
enactment of this Act, a complete review for
the five year period beginning on October 1,
1991, which shall tnclude expected force
structure and Ievets for such period, expect-
ed installation requirements for such
period, a budget plan for such period, the
cost savings expected to be reatized through
realignments and closures of military instai.
lations during such period, an economics
model to identify the critical local economic
sectors affected by proposed closures and
realignments of military installations and
an ~esament of the economic impact in
each area in which a military installation is
to be realigned or closed.

[SEC. 8064. None of the funds appropri.
ated In this Act shatl be used to reduce the
fiscal year 1992 2.5- or tj.ton truck mainte-
nance workload at I.&,terkenny Army Depot
as a direct result of either the proposed con-
solidation of truck maintenance or an in-
crease in flscai year 1992 truck maintenance

I/
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systems. Thus, as in fiscal year 1991, the Committee supports the
consolidation of funding for automated data processing develop-
ment and modernization efforts related to the corporate informa-
tion management initiative and computer-aided acquisition and 1o- ~ ~
gistics support program. J%

AUTOMATED DATA PROCESSING [ADP]
.1 i

The use of ADP equipment and services permeates the oper-
ations of the Department, whether the function is related to strate-
qic, tactical, logistic, or administrative missions. While most func-
tions performed within the Department, services, and defense agen-
cies require the use of some form of ADP, little has been accom-
plished in the past to either monitor, integrate, or control the pro-
liferation of ADP resources. While this practice has not, previously
impaired the Department in accomphshlng )ts mmmn, it has

become increasingly clear in recent years that A,DP resources used
throughout the Department must be able to intercommunicate,
transfer and receive data from various sources, and op~rate 1? a
near real-time environment in order to support the declslonmak~ng
process.

In responding to this requirement, the Department has taken
several positive steps through the decision to use the Ada program-
ming language in software development, the incorporation of open
system architectures which are designed to operate virtually any
nonproprietary software with little or no alterations, as well a;
other efforts that will wean the Department from the use of propri-
etary hardware and software in its nontactical ADP systems.

The Department has also taken to the method of awarding ADP
contracts on an indefinite delivery/indefinite quantity basis that
allows for the rapid acquisition of hardware and software to meet
increasing demands on l,DP capabilities. These con~r:c@ have
proven to be extremely p)pular since ma~y of the exlstmg hard-
ware platforms fielded toc ay are technologically outdated and can
no longer keep pace with advancements in processing speed,
memory capacity, visual/~ ;raphics capabilities, et cetera. Mor~ver,
the structure of these cor tracts allow any customer with avadable
funds to quickly meet its ADP resource needs without being bur-
dened by the normally lengthy acquisition process within the De-
partment.

The Department has reached a crossroad in ADP and ha: now
embarked down a path of ADP consolidations, consideration of
single systems to serve similar requirements for all serwces and de-
fense agencies, and requiring the interoperability and timeliness of
system architectures to support the Department’s increasing reli-
ance on ADP to serve the Department’s needs while it draws down
its resources in other areas. While this occurs, the Department
needs to ensure that it proceeds prudently in a manner that does

\/

not inflict any further degradation to its force structure and readi-
ness posture.

I-J D

Outsourcing. —Information technology has increased at such a
rapid pace over the last decade that the Dewitr$mm.k...h facing the

(7
prospect of acquirin inferior ADP resources due to the le@hm.
its n recess. The eparttnent reacts slowly to mnova-—.- —

31

tions and improvements in information technology that could be
beneficial if obtained in a more tirneiy manner. The Committee be-
lieves that the current environment of reduced reso~r:es ccm.&ls_
th~~.~,~ke those steps necessary t~@r~

faster and more responsjvelv in order toJLUf4@ek
reductions in..fo~stru cture and su

epartment is encouraged to
mation technology leasing capability that wil
tally place curreni mformatlon tecFinology into the hands of De-
~artment users’ This capability will consist of a centrally managed
leasing organization having the capability to assess departme~tal
requirements for information technology and meet those require-
ments quickly through commercial leasing arrangements. The De-
partment will establish appropriate approval procedures and a
funding mechanism to recover the cost of the equipment from
users of the leases. The Department is reauested to provide to Con-
gress, by Mav 31. J.M32, a repo rt of’ lts information tec~ eas-

lishments, --”.-lJ
quantity [lDIQJ corltracts.—IDIQ

contracts have enabled the Department to quickly acquire ADP re-
sources without having to endure lengthy administrative and man-
ufacturing leadtimes prior to receipt of the equipment and associat-
ed peripherals and software, In recent years, the Department’s por-
trayal of resources budgeted for purchases on IDIQ contracts has
been significantly lower than the level of purchases experienced.
This practice indicates the Department’s insatiable appetite for
ADP resources and also highlights its inability to control spending
habits by the services and their various program offices. Research
by the Committee indicates that the Department is in the process
of purchasing nearly 1,300,000 lap-top computers, workstations,
personaI computers, as well as associated peripherals and software
at a cost of nearly $10,000,000,000, These figures are made even
more staggering by the fact that they do not include ADP resource
acquisitions for strategic, tactical, or intelligence information sys-
tems, and those systems, networks, and hardware contracts that
are estimated at a value that does not require higher levet review
and approval.

The Committee is concerned about the Department of Defense’s
lack of oversight of requirements and IDIQ-type contracts for the
purchase of computer hardware, software, and support. Some of
these contracts have a maximum potential value of over
$1,000,000,000. While these contracts are put into place to stream-
line the acquisition and lower the costs of fielding computers to De-
fense activities, there is no standard policy requiring the review of
orders submitted under these contracts to control unnecessary, du-
plicative, and other wasteful orders.

The Committee believes that considerable improvements need to
be made in the way the Department controls these contracts. The
Commit~e directs an OSD-level review of the oversight of these
contracts in its life cycle management policies, This oversight must
include steps to preclude exce:sive ordering and that all orders are
consistent with an~ corporate information management initiatives.
Furthermore, the ‘Committee directs the Department to establish
controls on these contracts w!~ich limit the level of fiscal year 1992
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purchases to those amounts requested in the President’s budget ex-
hibit 43 (or as adjusted by Congress) and authority to exceed these
levels must be granted from the appropriate action officer within
the Office of Secretary of Defense (Command, Control, Communica-
tions, and Intelligence). The Committee directs the Department to
report to Congress, by March L 1992, on the steps taken to
strengthen oversight of these contracts. In addition, the Committee
requests a summary listing of waivers granted by dollar amount
and appropriation through the third quarter of fiscal year 1992 to
be provided not later than July 15, 1992, and a final report on
fiscal year 1992 due not later than October 31, 1992.

The contracts falling under this requirement are: Desktop 111/IV,
Supermini, lightweight computer unit, common hardware(soft-
ware, small multiuser computer, lapheld II, standard multmser
small computer requirements contract, standard desktop computer
companion contract, and sustaining base information system.

Desktop lZ1 corztract.-Desktop III is an indefinite delivery/indefi-
nite quantity contract administered by the Air Force. This contract
contains a significant number of systems that are backlogged due
to demand in excess of number of systems being produced. The Air
Force recently restructured the delivery allocations on the con-
tract. As a result, the Army and Navy monthly delivery allocations
have been reduced by nearly 25 percent. Given the large backlogs
that already exist, this reallocation will further increase the
amount of time that the Army and Navy must wait for the deliv-
ery of ordered equipment, In order to adjust for this reallocation,
the budgeted Desktop 111purchases for the Army and Navy are re-
duced by 25 percent. The recommended adjustments are as follows:
Army:

Operation and maintenance (includes Army stock fund) ..............
Other procurement ...

–$9,870,000
............................................................................ –2,040,000

....... ....................................................................................,,,.,,,.. –11,910,000
Navy: %~.ation and maintenance (includes revolving funds) ............ –5,485,000

Automated data processing operations comolidatio~.—As a
result of the defense management review, the Department has em-
barked on an initiative to consolidate ADP design and operations
functions, This effort is intended to improve the uality and effi-

%ciency of general purpose computer support. The e artrnent has
Idirected that these consolidations be based on a soun business ap-

proach, supported by current workload/site analysis, and have
completed economic analyses to substantiate the consolidation initi-
ative. As of August 1991, neither the Army, the Navy, nor the Air
Force have completed either the required economic analyses or
business cases. -

The Committee strongly supports the Department’s initiative to
consolidate ADP design and operations and believes that signifi-
cant savings can be re[ dized. However, the Committee does not
think it prudent to effect the intended consolidations until the ap-
propriate reviews and ar alyses have been completed. Furthermore,
the Committee believes that strong central management is essen-
tial to the creation of st~mdard des .gn and operating environments
which are necessary to the operation and development of Depart-
ment of Defense-wide standard systems. Therefore, to support the

Vo

Defense efforts to ensure that proposed individual service/defense
agency consolidations make good sense, the Committee recom-
mends the combining of fiscal year 1992 funding for ADP consoli-
dation in the Office of the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Com-
mand, Control, Communications and Intelligence). The Committee
also directs the Department to review and validate the associated
business cases and economic analyses prior to the release. of any
funds for consolidations.

The recommended adjustments are as follows:
Operation and maintenance, Army ........................................................... -$28,600,000
Other prwurement, Army .......................................................................... – 29,000,000
Other procurement, Navy ....................................................... .......... – 54,700,000
Other procurement, Air Force ................................................................... – 70,400,000
Procurement, defense agencies (DLA) ........ . . . . . .. . .. . . . ... . . . . ... – 14,000,000

Tokl .....................................................................t............................... – 196,700,000

Excessive automated data processing develo ment and moderniza-
Etion program rowth,—The fiscal year 1992 udget request for de-

fvelopment an modernization of ADP resources is 25 percent great-
er than the fiscal year 1991 program, This ratio holds true whether
the ADP program in question is related to corporate information
management [CIM1 or not. The Committee is concerned that the
services are spending resources on programs that may be consid-
ered in the near future as potential ndidates for either con-
tinuance or terrninatkm, Further evel of growth in the
non-CIM area indicates the Department’s lack of ability to con-
strain individual service ADP modernization efforts. The Commit-
tee firmly believes that the Department should make every effort
to constrain spending in ADP development and modernization for
non-CIM-related cate ories. Accordingly, the Committee recom-

fmends reductions of 49,000,000 for the Army, $20,000,000 for the
Navy, and $133,000,000 for the Air Force. These reductions are ad-
dressed in section 8046 of the general provisions. Furthermore,
none of these reductions ma be applied to the Army’s sustalnmg
base information systems or i eserve component automation system
ADP programs or used to impact any other Committee adjustments
to these two progre ms,

ARMY

Sustaining base information I system [SBISJ.—SBIS is designed to
consolidate and integrate ba: ie level ADP systems throughout the
Arm . Preliminary economic analyses indicate that the fielding of
SBI!/’will save the Army several billion dollars through the year
2002. As a result of this preliminary anal sis, the Army has identi-

?’tied an urgent requirement to realign 40,000,000 in fiscal year
1992 resources to ensure that the SBIS program remains on track.
The Committee commends the Army’s efforts to rein in base level
automation costs and the proliferation of duplicative systems. Ac-
cordingly, the Committee supports the realignment of $40,000,000
to support the continued progress in the implementation of SBIS.

Personnel electronics records management system [PERMSJ.–
PERMS is the Army initiative to store and maintain personnel
tiles on an o tical imagery system for Active, Guard, and Reserve

fpersonnel. T e initial contract award was made in April 1991 but



subsequently terminated as a result of a protest. The contract was
to be re-awarded in late September 1991, but a second protest has
been filed over the re-award date and it is likely that contract
award will slip into fiscal year 1992. The contract has been com
strutted with various options for the conversion of military person-
nel files that may be exercised either serially or concurrently.
Since this effort is stitl in its earl phases, it appears prudent to

(1’delay the exercising of the planne fiscal year 1992 option for the
conversion of enlisted personnel records [EREC]. Recommended ad-
justments are detailed below. In addition, funds for the procure-
ment of hardware were erroneously budgeted within the defense
business operating fund [DBOF]. The associated adjustments also
correct this misplacement of funding.
operation nnd mriintenance (EREC),,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,.,..,.,..,.,........,,.............,... –$5,000,000
Operation and rnaint.enance (DBOF correction) ..................................... – 7,355,000
Other procurement, Army (D130F correction) ........................................ + 7,355,000
Other procurement, Army (EREC) ............................................................ – 4,062,000

Total ................................................................................................... -9,062,000

NAVY

Military Seali t Command mobility plannin and execution
/system [MOPEX ($’.—As a result of economies an efficiencies, the

Navy was able to realize reductions in the level of travel, leased
space, and supply costs related to the operation of MOPEX. In
fiscal year 1992, the Navy has requested increases in funding in
these accounts. The Committee does not support the requested in-
CIGases and recommends a reduction of $1,758,000 to the operation
and maintenance, Navy appropriation,

AIR FORCE

Strategic war planning system [S WPSJ.—SWPS is an automated
system used by the Strategic Air Command to plan, disseminate,
and implement strategic war plans. Last year, Congress directed
that this program be presented to the Major Automated Informa-
tion Systems Review Council [MAISRC] for review and that the re-
sults of this review be presented to Congress. It has come to the
attention of this Committee that the designated iMAISRC review
has not been completed and that the Air Force cannot substantiate
the SWPS funding profile, distinguish system operating costs from
planned upgrades, or establish program baseline costs. Further-
more, given the altered strategic environment and changes in data
sources for SWPS (e.g., OTH-B was to provide data to SWPS, but
OTH-B has now been terminated), it is vital that this program be
validated and clearly defined as to what efforts are being funded
within SWPS. Pending a MAISRC decision on the SWPS program
and demonstrated commitment to accurately identifying various

~
rogram costs, the Committee recommends a reduction of
29,408,000 to other procurement, Air Force, in fiscal ear 1992

~ informationMilitary Airlift Command command and contro,.
processing system [h4ACC21PS].-The fiscal ear 1991 Department

Jof Defense Appropriations Act decrement funding for the pro-
curement of MACC21PS hardware due to slips occurring in soft-

1

I

ware development, In addition, the Air Force was dir
present this program to the Major Automated Information
Review Council for review. Due to requirements to suppo
ations Desert Shield/Storm, the MAISRC for this progr
slipped several months and will not be completed until so
in fiscal year 1992. While portions of the software were use
erations Desert Shield/Storm, the deployed portion only r
ed approximately 80 percent of the software comprising in
1. Until the MACC21PS program successfully completes th
ed AFAISRC/MAISRC reviews, and the associated issues h
resolved, the Committee recommends a reduction of $?,2
the other procurement, Air Force appropriation.

Core automated maintenance system [CAMS]/reliabilit
maintainability information system [REMIS] limitation
1988, the General Accounting Office [GAO], the Department
fense inspector general, and military department audit
have documented serious deficiencies in the acquisition a
agement of automated information systems. Such de
assume added significance as they relate to the acquisit
management of weapon system automated information sys
cause of the leverage conferred by timely, accurate, and
hensive data and information cn the effective and efficien
resources and in reducing the Defense Department’s op
and support cost burden.

The Committee is especially concerned by the Air Force’s
actions to continue developer t and acquisition of progra
offer far less than the requiied capability and do not
timely, accurate, and comprehensive information. Accordin
eral in-house and independent analyses and audits, CA
REMIS cannot provide the quality and data volume n
manage complex weapons systems and associated warran
grams. In fact, and notwithstanding the higher than an
costs realized, there has been a marked deterioration in
quality and data volume since the introduction of CAMS, a
a degradation in overall management effectiveness becaus
lack of information management capabilities provided b
and REMIS.

Accordingly, the Committee recommends that the CA
REMIS programs be terminated and that no funds from an
or appropriation be used to continue the development, ac
and fielding of CAMS and REMIS. The Committee further
the Air Force to use those funds appropriated for ADP sys
cluding those previously appropriated for CAM$ and REM
for the development, procurement, and operation of a su
ternative system. With the recent creation of the Air Force
al Command and its emphasis on management by weapons
it is strongly urged that the Air Force fund, impleme
manage any alternative system(s) through the program of
have the ultimate responsibility for quality, readiness,
control.



DEFENSE AGENCIES

Corn osite health care system [CHCS].—The Committee has
fstaunc ly supported the development of CHCS and recognizes the

significant benefits that the Department’s medical community will
reap from the fieldin of this system. Currently, CHCS is undergo-

fing testing at severa hospitals and outpatient clinics throughout
the Department and preliminary results are very encouraging. The
major difficulty in the development of CHCS has occurred in the
area of in-patient order entry [IPOE], particularly in its use in in-
tensive care units, Because of this roblem, Congress has limited

Fthe deployment of CHCS pending fu 1 approval for the deployment
of CHCS, except in limited cases where it can be demonstrated by
an economic analysis that CHCS is necessary to replace current an-
tiquated systems that have been used well beyond their intended
life cycle. It has come to the Committee’s attention that the De-
partment is splitting CHCS into separate milestone decisions for
IFOE and the balance of CHCS, the primary reason being to re.
ceive full deployment approval for the basic system before success-
fully demonstrating that IPOE works. The Committee is disturbed
by this action since IPOE is orie of the keystones to the successful
implementation of CHCS and that without IPOE, the Department
is fieIding a s stem not unlike commercial off-the-shelf systems

ithat are availa Ie at a more economical value. Should this be done,
the Committee is not convinced that the Department will see the
rest of the development of CHCS through to fruition. Therefore,
the Committee directs the Department to conduct its MAISRC re-
vie WSof CHCS as a single system. In addition, the Committee di-
rects the Department to specifically earmark $9,000,000 of its fiscal
year 1992 procurement, defense agency funds for the completion of

, the development of IPOE software and that CHCS not receive
MAISRC review and approval until lPOE can be incorporated into
such a review, The Committee is not unsympathetic to the fact
that there are aging medical systems in the field today that must
be ;~placed for economic reasons{ In that vein, the Committee reit.
crates previous positions taken by Congress that where economical-
ly feasible, and through the demonstration that final CHCS soft-
ware will be able to be fielded, that medical facilities may procure
and install current generation CHCS systems, at the approval of
the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Health Affairs).
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CORPORATE INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (CIMI ~
..._._. —.. ,. ,-—-—-”. ,.=..., .— ----

.-

In Octobe~l=Department of Defense Initiated CIM to im.
prove its ability to apply ‘information management capabilities ef-
fectively in support of its mission. Since that time the Department
has generated a significant amount of guidance concerning the con-
duct and direction of CIM, including the appointing of a Director of
Defense Information who has the authority to develop and manage
the implementation, execution, and oversight of CIM principles
across the Department of Defense.

In the fiscal year 1991 Department of Defense Appropriations
Act, the Congress strongly endorsed the Department’s CIM initia-
tive and provided a central account of $1,000+000,000 from which
the Department could administer CIM and apply those funds

I

I

I
1

I

toward the most important automated data processing requirs-
menta of the De artment. Due to the timing of this action, the re-

!quirement that or the first time the services and Office of Secre-
tary of Defense staff coordinate the establishment of priorities
among the numerous and varied ADP programs, and working with
a funding level appropriated at an amount less than requested, led
to much confusion within the Deljartment for several months at
the onset of this initiat ve. In discussing the merits of this initia-
tive with various organizations %~ithin the Department, several
areas of concern were raised. In :mmmary, the main issues were
that the time to allocate funds fr~}m the central account took too
long, that the funds within the certral account involved more than
just CIM-related programs, and that funding was allocated in such
a manner that it did not prevent the use of funds for ADP pr~. .
grttms that were not approved for funding.

The President’s bud et reflects CIM funding as decentralized and
controlled primaril

d
t y the services, The fundamental issue is

whether or not CI funding in fiscal year 1992 should be central-
ized again or left as is in the President’s request. The crux of this
debate lies in whether the issues outlined above can be resolved or
if the ability to centralim funding and management of CIM is
beyond the skills of the Department. The Committee firmly be-
lieves that the experience gained this past year through the cen-
tralized management of CIM, that actions taken by the Depart-
ment to identify fiscal year 1992 priorities, and recommendations
of this Committee will greatly enhance the execution and manage-
ment of CIM from a centralized fund.

The primary reason for the delay in the allocation of funds back
to the services was due to the fact that the Department had to es-
tablish priorities for all programs to be funded from the central
CIM fufid. This had never been done before within or without the
services and proved to be a formidable task to complete and did not
commence until after the fiscal year had begun. For fiscal year
1992, the CIM program oftlce has requested the services to prepare
business case analyses for CIM-related efforts and has asked that
the services respond to this tasking rior to the start of the fiscal

dyear. This action should put the (X program office well ahead of
their position the previous year in being able to make timely deci-
sions as to which CIM programs should be sup rted.

rThe oritinal $1,000,000,000 CIM account di include funding for
M, This incluslon. un~e;e~ffi-

r sys~em upgriiu=. O!----
the j

pro~arns”that were not related to CII
ily delayed the funding of programs which were not related to L
snt-1 that funding was necessary to provide fol ‘ ‘-–-–- 3--

fiscal year 1992 budget request, CIM-related operations and
modernization funds have been identified to the Committee such
that anv action to centralize CIM funding should only incorporate
CIM-re~ated effort-s.

Finally, the allocation of funding during fiscal year 1991 did not
rovide adequate controls on the use and realignment of funding.

Funds were not provided specifically by project and thus, once re-
ceived b the services, the ability to track the use of these funds by

1project ecame very difficult. It is the opinion of the Committee
! that commencing with fiscal year 1992, CIM centrally managed
1funds should be allocated through the use of military interdepart-



mental purchase requests [MIPR’s], MIPR’s should be used for each
individual system effort under CIM. Thus, if funds need to be real-
located among differing projects, programs may be specifically
chosen for adjustment rather than relying on the service to make
the appropriate adjustment without the assurance that the desired
adjustment has taken place or that the lowest priority effort has
been decremented.. . . . . .

The Committee firmly believes that the succe& of CIM relies on
the ability of the Department retain CIM-related modernization
funds within a central account so that the highest priority systems
and those with the greatest economic payback may be pursued ex-
peditiously. In order to provide for the centralized management of
CIM programs in fiscal year 1992, the following adjustments are
recommended (note that operation and maintenance adjustments
incIude resources associated with revolving fund efforts within
CIM):

Army
Standardd+jxisystem... .,,,,,,,,..,.,.,,.,,.,,..,,,,,.,,,,.,,,..,......
fMAflS..........

-$997,000 ..... .. ................... ... . -$997,000
. . . ... . . . ., -4,742,000 -s6,100,000Elrps of Engmears fin, mgmt. WAS..,.,..,,,,,,........................

-10,842,000
- 1,53110D0 ........................ ........... -1,531,000

Total, Army......... .......................................................... - 7,270,0W –6,100,000 -13,370,000

Navy

Civilian lime and attendance.,. ,.,.,,..,,,,.,..,,,,,.,,,,,,,,.,...........
NCPDS......... .. . . ..... .. .

-19,004 -300srDo –319,000,000
–38,000,000 ,,,,.,,,,,.,, .................. ....

Aulomaled st~age kdermg sy~::,::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::: j:~: - 38,000,W0

lDGMARS . . ... . ..........
-560,000 .................................... -560,000

. ........... .... . . .
SPLICE

– 5,004,0W .................................... - 5,004,0W... ....................,,,..,,.,,.. ..... .. . ,,,,,,,,.,,, ........
Stwk point ADP repla@wnt,,,,, .........................................

–3,588,W0 ................................. .. - 3,588,DO0
–20,286,Mr0 ..................... .. .. .. ,,.,,

financial a+watmns NCSC........... .... . . .. .. . . ..... .... ....... ....... ... . . -20,286,000
– 250,000MIS David laylw Research tinter, ,. . ........ .. . . ........ – 250.000

-324,000 .... .... .... .. .... ... .......
NAVAIR mduslrlal Iund mgmt. sys..,,,,.,.,....................................................... ,.,..,., - 324,W0

- 425,0W – 425,000NWSESstandard industrial fund .........................................
Naval ordnance MIS............................................................

-163,000 .................... .. ............ – 163,000
-4,000 ,.,,,,., ............. ... ..... ....

l%lirrgrewu~ce$MIS .. . ... ....... .. .,,,,. . . . -4,000
-257,000......................... ... .....

Rese~e fin. mgmt./achve duty ... ............... .... ................ -257,000
-641,000 ,,,,,,,,,,,.,.., ................ .

Auloinaled pm and acct. sys ,,,,..,,, . . ........... -641,000
-495,000 -729,000

lCP—Resallcil?tii .,,,,.,.,,,.,,.,,.,,,,.,,,,,,,,.,........,,,,,,,...,., ,,.,,. -1,224,000

SCLSIS
-3,909,W0 .................................... –3,909,000

Computerassisbj meditii"iK':::::::::::::::::::~:::::"::~~:':'::::
-310,000 . . . .. . .. . -310,000

-2,068,000 ............. ....... .. .. .,.,
E.wnse assignment SYS.–V. 111................ ........................................................ -2,068,000

-1,125,000
MedIIxl office automafiin,,,.,,.,.,,............. -1,125,000

UADPSlevel II ...................................................................'"' '''''L4
-2,550,000 -2,550,0W

UADPS sleek Wints ............................................................
–350,0D0 .... .................... . ....... -350,000
-428,ooo ... .. .................... .. .. . -428,000

Total, Nab,,,,,,, ............................................ .. . -38,444,000 -s,379,000 - 43,823,W0

Au Force
Base level pesomrel sys!em .,.,
Personnel concepts 111,,,........................................

-292,000 ...... ......... . .. ............,

“d, @@m and prov. SYS.,..,,.,.,,,,,,,,, .,,, ,:,,::,::,:::::...........
-1,399,000

Eqmpmerdmgmt. system (A[EMS) . . . . . . .............
3,357,000 ...................... .............

-9.205,000 ,,,.., .................... ........
Initial provisioning MIS . . . .. .. .. .. ......
Mod of clef, log. standard sys,. ,,.,,. .. .. .. ..... .. . ....... -1,000,000 ...,.., ,,,.......................

REMIS ... ..... ....... ... ....
-1,774,000 .... .. ...........................

Reqmrements data bank .,::,:::.::::::::::::::::’:::::::::::::::::::::
-11,796,000 ...... .... .......................
-23,836,000 -2,290,000WeaM system MIS ... ................ . . ...... . .

‘ntraclOr data managemerd Sys.....,,,,,,,,:,,:::::::::::::::::::::::_...............8,726,000 ,,,,,,,,,,..,,,,. -,*~Oo..

– 292,000
– 1,399,000
-3,351,000
-9,205,000
– 1,000,000
-1.774,000

– 11,796,000
–26,126,000

– 802,000
-8,726,000

. .
——

lamlwalM Mw fecwerrml Total

lolal, Air For. ...................................... ...,, -59,986,000 – 4,491,000 –64,477,000
— —- -

DalenseA&nctas
X4 DECCOAIS., ..........
DFASmifita~ pay redestgn-JSS. . .. . . .... ..................
DfAS pfogram. budget, and acct. w.,.
Dfk$ std. Army Fl&R%Md .,,.,,,,,,.., ..................... .
OFASsld, Army civ. pay sys.–Re,., ................................
DfAS std. finance ~lem-Re..,., .....................................
OfA std. automated trans. sya ... ....... ........ .......... .. .. ...
DIA DRMS AfS ............................................................. ,,.,,
ENAdaf. automated addresssys....... .. ..................... ... .
DIA fxls.-modwnizatm prwam .. .. ..
DIA detense distrbvtian sfitm ............................. .... ......
DtA DIPEC................................. .. ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
DIA AFCAFS............ . .............. . . . ...................... ......
DIA 80SS....... ......... . .. . .. . .. . ,...
DIA DfMS .....................................................
DfA DISMS.. ........ ........ .. .. . .. ............. .... ... ...
Of.A MA ................... . ........................
DtA S4MMS .. . .. . ... .. ....... .. .. ..
DMSSCACCESS.........................
DMS!% CAD ............................... .... ... .....................
DMSSCDSS ......................................................................
DMSW DBMIS–B1 . . . . ........ ........ . . .. .. ..... ........ ..
DMSSCD8MIS-DB .............. . .. .
DMSSCDADS................................................................
K)MSSCDAIS......................... .........................
DMSW trMLS . . . ........ .......... ........... ... .. .. ..
DM.$X DT$ ........................... .... ..... ........ ..... . ...
DMSW EAS W$M 111... ......... .... . ......... ..... .. . ..... .

– I,000,000 -1,500,000
-(s,917 ,000 .... .. . .... . .
- 1,378,W0 .,,.,,, . .
_ 3,644.WO .............. ... .... . .
-$,294,000 . . . .. .

-21,359,000 .......................... .. .
-980,(s00 . ....... ... ... ...... .

-8,740,W0 .... . . ............ ... .
- 12,453,0W ,,,.,.,.. .. . .
-13,563,000 . . .

-4,672.000 ..... .... .. ............... ...
-118,000 ............ .. . . ... . ..

-2,470,000 . . . . .
-425,000 ........... .......

-2,314.000 ............... . . .
-6,428,000 .................. .. . . .

-12,001,000. . .
–27,018,W0 .,,.,.,,,,,,,.

–8,851,000 -14,600,000
- 6,41O,WO -28,700,DO0

-9,100,000 -4,700,000
-4,522,000 .... .............. .... .... ....

-122,000 .... .. .................. ...
– 1,925,000 ............. . . .
-3,511,000 ............... ... ....... ~~
-1,937,000 ........... .......... ..........
-2 903.00D ...... ...... .. . ..............

– 2,500,000
-8,917.000
-1,378,000
-3,644,000
-5,294,000

– 21,359,000
– 980,000

–8,740,000
– 12,453,000
-13,563,000

-4,672,000
– 118,000

-2,470,000
– 425.000

–2,314,000
– 6,428,000

– 12,001,000
-27,018,000
-23,451,000
- WW,000
– 13,800,000

– 4,522,000
-122,000

- 1.925,COC
-3,511,000
-1,937,000
- 2,903,01M

– 3,93(l,(xKr..,..,,..,........... -3,930,900

Total, defense agencies.,. . .. ............ .. . . . – 175,985,000 – 49,500,000 – 225,485,000
—

Grami Iota. .......................... . .. ................... -281,685,000 -65,470000 –347,155,000

In addition to the above systems, additional systems have been
identified as CIM-related systems but do not have any fiscal year
1992 funds budgeted for modernization. These systems should not
receive any funding for modernization efforts in fiscal year 1992
unless specifically approved b the Director for Defense Informa-

Ltion and funded from within t e CIM central account or identified
elsewhere in the centrally funded CIM system. These systems are:

Army

Army civilian ersonnel systemfArmy Materia Command accounting system
Integrated procurement system
Composite health care system
Medical expense re orting system

\Occupational healt management information system moderniza-

Comt%o%ity command support system (other)

Navy

NAVAIR depot workload control system
Financial operations system—NUSC
Financial operations system—NWS

m.

. .

t



Navy headquarters financial system
Program support data automated report and.tracking system
Uniform ADP system—Inventory control pointa
Standard accounting and reporting system
Marine Corps standard supply system

Air Force

Enhanced transportation automated data system
Stock controI and distribution
Engineering data computer retrieval system
Initial provisioning management information system
Joint uniformed services technical information system
Dental data system
Inpatient data system
Medical expense and performance reporting system
Medical logistics system
Report of patients
Surgeon General quaIity of life (HQ USAF)
Standard appointment and scheduling system

Defense agencies

DCA—Defense commercial communications office automated infor-
mation system

DFAS—Interim integrated and disbursing and accounting
DFAS—Central procurement accounting system
DMSSC—Central processing and distribution system
DMSSC—Defense enrollment eligibility system
DMSSC—Defense medical regulating information system
DMSSC—SNAP automated medical systems
DMSSC—Triservice food
DMSSC—Triservice micro pharmacy system

Automated data processing o~eratio~ consolidations, -The Com-
mittee has recommended, elsewhere in this report, that ADP oper-
ations consolidation funding in fiscal year 1992 be centralized
within the Corporate Information Management Office in the
amount of $196,700,000. The Committee is concerned that the indi-
vidual service ADP consolidation plans are falling behind schedule
and still have significant levels of planning and review to accom-
plish prior to being able to wisely utilize these funds for consolida-
tion efforts. Given the current stage of development of these plans,
the Committee does not believe that these consolidations are fully
executable in fiscal year 1992 and, therefore, recommends a reduc-
tion of $75,000,000 without prejudice, The Committee supporta the
Department’s efforts to consolidate ADP operations where re-
sources may be saved, but cautions the Department that credible,
well-developed consolidation plans must be established prior to the
use of these funds,

Computer-aided Acquisition and Logistics Sup ort Program
d/CALS].–Last year the Congress consolidated CA funding and

directed the Department to conduct a review of GALS projects and
systems and select standards for the Department. The Department
provided an interim status of this review and has recentl conclud-

red its review. The Committee strongly supports the conso idation of

CALS funding in fiscal year 1992 in order that the Departm~n}
may effectively manage and direct the implementation of this crltl-
cal effort. Accordingly, the Committee recommends the following
adjustments necessary to centralize GALS funding within the
~~ce of the Assis~nt secretary of Defense (Production and Logis-
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NaW
w II ............................................................................ -2,600,000 -$}4,600,000..... ..... .. ..... . -17,200,000

– 24;800,000 - 03.3w,ooo - 4,400,01xJ - 69@o,ooo.

~lp:....................................................................4.<.........!....................' “’““_ ~,999,0m_ ./O,gg. ..................................’......--
NTIP .........................................<.ss....................................zi4aooOo.
EM ...................................................!.! .................... , ,

-1,400,000 ............................ -6,800,000

Ail km, lotal ........................................................... –39,5w,m - 2!300,000 -30,699,000 - 7z499~

m:
w .................................`'"""'`''''''""'"`''"` ““”’”’’”””’’’”””””””’’””’’”’’””’”Q””’’”’”Q”

- 10,47WOO - W47510

w .................................................. ........................ - 26,5fJo,0(i13-18,540,00...-.uzioo~ ‘~~~~o~

~e .........L......................................................................'. ...................................!!.,~....,.,,

EIP........................#....................................!...........`.."".""""""""..iQ6tiiti, .........................
- 2:OOO:DO0 - 2ioo:

JWNS.............................................................................= , .
-5,4004000...................... -26,0@.~

(EDtolai....................................................................=-fJoo,Ow - 23,900W - 15J75,000- 86#07

Grandtotal................................................................. – 131,2W,M0-66,500,000- $3+174,0+343-247,874


